CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

ORDER NO. R2-2007-0023

SITE CLEANUP REQUIREMENTS AND RESCISSION OF ORDER NO.99-043 and
ORDER NO. R2-2003-0071 FOR:

TAUBE-KORET CAMPUS FOR JEWISH LIFE

for the property located at

901 SAN ANTONIO ROAD, PARCEL 2
PALO ALTO
SANTA CLARA COUNTY

The California Regional Water Quality Contro! Board, San Francisco Bay Region (hereinafter the
Board), finds that:

1.

Site Location: This 8.162-acre Site (Parce! 2}, the subject property covered by this Order
(hereinafter the Site), is located at 901 San Antonio Road mn an industrial and mixed use area in
the city of Palo Alto (Figure 1), It is bounded by the 901 San Antonio Road (Parcel 1) property
on the north, the 3963 and 3977 Fabian Way property to the west, East Charleston Road to the
south, and San Antonio Road to the east. San Francisco Bay is located approximately ¥ -mile
to the north-northeast.

Site History: The Site is currently owned by the Taube-Koret Campus for Jewish Life (TKCIL
or the discharger), which purchased the property from Sun Microsystems in June 2002, The
Site was once part of a much larger site owned by Ford Aerospace Corporation from 1959 to
1990. Sun Microsystems purchased the Site from Ford Aerospace Corporation in 1988.
Loral Aerospace Holdings, Inc. purchased the assets of Ford Aerospace Corporation in 1990
and was renamed Space Systems/Loral.

On June 27, 2003, a final parcel map was recorded with the County of Santa Clara that
subdivided the former 12.162 acre site owned by TKCJL into two smaller parcels: a 4-acre
parcel (Parcel 1) and an 8.162 acre parcel (Parcel 2). Parcel 2 is the subject of this Order.
TKCIL is proposing housing and commercial redevelopment at the Site. The City of Palo
Alto has approved of the redevelopment project.

Named Discharger: TKCJL is named as discharger because it is the current property owncr of
the Site. If additional information is submitted indicating that other parties caused or permitted
any waste to be discharged on the Site where it entered or could have entered waters of the
state, the Board wiil consider adding that party's name to this Order.



Regulatory Status: This Site has been subject to following Board orders.

Site Cleanup Requirements (Order No. 89-137) adopted August 16, 1989.

Amendment to Site Cleanup Requirements (Order No. 93-091) adopted August 18, 1993.
Site Cleanup Requirements (Order No. 96-023) adopted February 28, 1996.

Revised Site Cleanup Requirements (Order No. 99-043) adopted June 16, 1999,
Amendment to Site Cleanup Requirements (Order No. R2-2003-0071) issued August 8,
2003.
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By private agreement, Ford Motor Company assumed responsibility from Loral Aerospace
Holdings, Inc. for compliance with an earlier order (Order No. 89-137). This was described iz
a letter to the Board from Loral Acrospace Holdings, Inc., dated April 22, 1991, Since April
1991, Ford Motor Company has been the sole entity communicating with Board staff on behalf
of Space Systems/Loral on matters refated to site investigation and cleanup at the Site and to
off-site affected properties.

Site Hydrogeology: The Site is located in the San Jose sub-area of the South Bay Groundwater
Basin. This area is characterized by a thick alluvial sequence, formed through deposition by
streams descending from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the west and south, and is underlain by
sediments of the Santa Clara Formation. The depth to groundwater in these upper, coalescing
alluvial fans is approximately six to eight feet. Detailed cross-sections of the Site soil
conditions are contained in the Subsurface Investigation Report, dated June 2004, prepared by
Geomatrix on behalf of Ford Motor Company. Shallow stratigraphy at the Site is well
characterized and consists of interbedded coarse and fine-grained units. Depth intervals
comprising predominantly coarse-grained soils (watet-bearing units), have been designated
from shallowest to deepest as the A-, B-, and C-Zones underneath the Site. Previous
investigations have designated the A-Zone as two relatively continuous sand and gravel layers
generally encountered between 5 and 30 feet bgs at depth intervals from 6 ~ 10 feet and 25 - 30
feet bgs. The underlying B-Zone has been divided into three subunits: (1) the B1-Zone,
generally encountered between 22 and 40 feet bgs; (2) the B2-Zone, generally encountered
between 31 and 50 feet bgs; and (3) the B3-Zone, generally encountered between 41 and 60 feet
bgs. The C-Zone has been encountered between 80 and 90 jeet bgs. The regional groundwater
gradient is northeast toward San Francisco Bay. However, Site data provided by others
indicates that the local groundwater gradient is toward the north.

Remedial Investigation: Starting in 1987, several investigations and groundwater
monitoring events have taken place at the Site and adjacent properties. The discharger has
also conducted remedial investigations as part of a risk assessment.

The highest tetrachloroethene (PCE) concentrations in groundwater were reported in
samples collected beneath the Site, immediately adjacent to the western Site property
boundary (Figure 1). PCE affected soil and groundwater beneath the Site have been
associated with historical discharges of PCE from the 3963/3977 Fabian Way Site. The



results of the groundwater samples from on-site wells have been reported to contam PCE
concentrations as high as 31,000 micrograms per liter {ug/t) in Well GCW-14 (forth quarter
2005); for reference, the MCL for PCE 1s 5 ug/L.

TCE has been documented in groundwater beneath much of the Site. TCE concentrations as
high as 72,000 pg/l (CPT A-4, 39.5-40.0 feet, March 2004) have been reported; for
veference, the MCL for TCE is 5 ug/l. Monitoring wells instailed by TKCIL in June 2006
confirmed the off-site TCE Plume(s) as reported in samples from monitoring well MW-
01B3 (34,000 ug/ly at the Site’s southern boundary. To date, the full extent of TCE in
groundwater has not been determined. Another offsite TCE source(s) has impacted the
northwest area of the Site. This source(s) is associated with detections of Freon 113, also
from an upgradient source,

The remedial investigation for risk assessment purposes is complete; however, if additional
VOCs (related to the discharge from the 3963/3977 Fabian Way property) are found in soil
above Board 2005 Environmental Screening Levels for Protection of Groundwater and
Dermal Contact during redevelopment of Parcel 2, additional remedial investigations, risk
assessment, cleanup, and risk management may be required by the named dischargers of
that Site under a separate Order (Order No. R2-2007- 0022), or other appropriate regulatory
actions.

Adjacent Sites: As discussed in Finding 6, there arc at least three off-site VOC sources
affecting the Site, and there is known contamination on the adjacent properties. The PCE
release from the 3963/3977 Fabian Way Site has affected the Site. Freon 113 and TCE have
also affected much of the Site. The Board adopted Site Cleanup Requirements for 3963/3977
Fabian Way (Order No. R2-2007-0022).

In May 2006, Ford Motor Company submitted the Final Groundwater Cleanup Plan, on behalf
of the dischargers for the 3963/3977 Fabian Way Site. The final cleanup measures for
groundwater include: vadose zone soil excavation to remove residual VOCs in vadose zone soil
which could potentially continue to affect shallow groundwater quality; partial source zone
remediation to mitigate residual PCE in saturated soil and increase the source attenuation rate;
and a permeable reactive barrier (PRB) composed of zerovalent iron downgradient of the
3963/3977 Fabian Way (Building 7 and 8 )source zone near and along the northern property
boundary of the Site (Parcel 2). The Final Cleanup Plan also consists of temporary treatment
and disposal of groundwater extracted by the downgradient 3925 Fabian Way (Building 5)
basement dewatering sump, as described in Finding 8. Continued monitoring of on-site and
off-site monitoring wells was proposed to evaluate the effectiveness of this cleanup plan. Board
staff approved the Final Groundwater Cleanup Plan on June 22, 2006.

There are other nearby upgradient facilities associated with the use of similar VOCs. The

former Advalloy facility, located immediately upgradient of the Site at 844 East Charleston
Road, is considered a source of chlorinated solvents (primarily TCE) in groundwater affecting
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much of the Site. The Board adopted Site Cleanup Requirements for Advalloy in 1990 and
revised these requirements on August 23, 1995, requiring investigation and cleanup at the
former Advalloy site as appropriate. Monitoring well data indicate that groundwater pollution
from the Advalloy site is impacting the Site. Advalloy is currently conducting in-situ interim
remedial measures to address the groundwater pollution. The northwest area of the Site is
affected by a Freon 113 and TCE discharge of unknown origin.

Interim Remedial Measures: Ford Motor Company performed extensive inferim remedial
actions that have significantly reduced soil and groundwater contamination both on-site and off-
site. A basement dewatering system beneath Building 5, located on the downgradient Space
Systems/Loral property at 3825 Fabian Way, has extracted groundwater continuously at flow
rates ranging between 50 and 80 gallons per minute since the mid-1960s. Ford Motor Company
and Space Systems/Loral are presently conducting hydraulic containment of the PCE impacted
groundwater with the basement dewatering sump located at Building 5 of the 3825 Fabian Way
property. Extracted water is being treated by granular activated carbon adsorption, and
discharged under a NPDES permit. Groundwater modeling suggests that the extraction of
groundwater from beneath Building 5 has been shown to effectively capture PCE, and also
removes and treats part of the Freon 113 and TCE impacting groundwater at the 901 San
Antonio Site.

In 1996, the extent of VOCs, primarity PCE, in soil along the boundary of the 3963/3977
Fabian Way property and the Site was defined and remediated as an interim remedial measure
(IRM) by Ford Motor Company. The IRM involved excavation of VOC-affected soils for ex-
situ treatment using a low-temperature thermal desorption process. Approximately 5,700 cubic
feet of vadose zone soil was removed, treated and backfilled into the excavation area. These
actions were approved by the Board.

In 2006, Ford Motor Company conducted additional interim soil remedial measures to
minimize the downgradient migration of PCE from the 3963/3977 Fabian Way property and the
Site. Approximately 1,008 cubic yards of vadose zone soil from the Site’s western property line
area (source zone) was excavated and disposed of off-site. In-situ bioremediation of source
zone soil and groundwater impacted by PCE discharging at the 3963/3977 Fabian Way
property was also conducted. Additionally, soil impacted by PCE was removed in the
southwestern area of the Site. All PCE affected soil has been cleaned up to appropriate Board
s0il screening levels.

Environmental Risk Assessment: A Human Health Risk Assessment for the Site, dated June
5, 2006, was prepared by Geosyntec Consultants on behalf of TKCIL. The risk assessment was
a development-specific human health risk assessment that considered risk reduction by
introduced design elements that serve as engineering controls and institutional controls.
Engineering controls and institutional controls are requirements contained in a Risk
Management Plan as discussed in Finding 10.



10.

11.

As part of the redevelopment activities, a baseline risk assessment evaluated the hypothetical
single-family residential scenario assuming unrestricted land use over areas of maximum VOC
concentrations. The cumulative carcinogenic risks to the hypothetical on-site resident from the
three exposure media (vadose zone soil, soil gas, and groundwater) exceeded an increased
chance of one in one million of developing cancer over a lifetime (1 x 10°%). While direct
contact with soils was considered in the Human Health Risk Assessment asa potential pathway
of concern for hypothetical future users, that pathway is no longer considered a concern
because Site soils were remediated to Executive Officer-approved screening levels protective
of direct contact. The vapor migration to indoor air from several YOCs detected in soil gas and
groundwater is a potential pathway of concern for future users. Due to the vapor migration risk
that wiil be present at the Site pending full remediation of Site groundwalter, engineering
controls and institutional constraints will be required to reduce on-site exposure to acceptable
levels.

Risk Management Plan: A Risk Management Plan (RMP) for the proposed redevelopment of
Parcel 2, dated June 2006, was prepared by Geosyntec Consuitants on behalf of TKCJL. Board
staff approved the RMP after public comment on June 22, 2006. The RMP specifies measures
that will be implemented by TKCIL in the event and as part of the redevelopment of the
property, to eliminate vapor intrusion into future buildings. The RMP includes the following
engineering and institutional controls:

o Podium parking with continuously operating mechanical ventilation beneath residential units
and day care facilities;

o Sub-slab vapor barriers beneath ail occupied structures;

o Passive vapor extraction system beneath all podium parking areas (underlying ail residential
units and daycare facilities),

o Active vapor extraction system beneath the slab-on-grade commercial areas;

o Vapor migration reduction elements in elevator shafts and wtility trenches;

o Ongoing sub-slab vapor monitoring beneath both podium parking/residential areas and slab-
on-grade residential areas;

o Quarterly indoor air sampling in the podium parking garage for the first year following
development;

o Ongoing groundwater monitoring;

o A contingency plan for operation of an active vapor extraction system, if necessary, beneath
the podium parking/residential areas;

o A deed restriction with land use restrictions that require implementation of the RMP and
prohibit groundwater use; and

o Financial assurances.

Basis for 13304 Order: California Water Code Section 13304 authorizes the Board to
issue orders requiring a discharger to cleanup and abate waste where the discharger has
caused or permitted waste to be discharged or deposited where it is or probably will be
discharged into waters of the State and creates or threatens to create a condition of



13.

14.

15.

pollution or nuisance. lmproper implementation of the Risk Management Plan would create
a nuisance.

Cost Recovery: Pursuant to California Water Code Section 13304, the discharger is
hereby notified that the Board is entitled to, and may seek reimbursement for, all
reasonable costs actually incurred by the Board to investigate unauthorized discharges of
waste and to oversee cleanup of such waste, abatement of the effects thereof, or other
remedial action, required by this order.

CEQA: This action is an order to enforce the laws and regulations administered by the
Board. As such, this action is categoricaily exempt from the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 15321 of the Resources Agency
Guidelines.

Notification: The Board has notified the discharger and all interested agencies and persons
of its intent under California Water Code Section 13304 to prescribe Site Cleanup
Requirements for the discharge, and has provided them with an opportunity to submit their
written comments.

Public Hearing: The Board, at a public meeting, heard and considered all comments
pertaining to this discharge.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, pursuant to Section 13304 of the California Water Code, that the
discharger (or its agents, successors, ot assigns).shall cleanup and abate the effects described in
the above findings as follows:

A. PROHIBITIONS

1. The discharge of wastes or hazardous substances in a manner which will degrade
water quality or adversely affect beneficial uses of waters of (he State is
prohibited.

2, Activities associated with the subsurface investigation and cleanup which will
cause significant adverse migration of wastes or hazardous substances are
prohibited.



B. RISK MANAGEMENT PLAN

I Implement Risk Management Plan: The discharger shall, as a condition of its
development of the property in accordance with its proposed development plans,
implement the Risk Management Plan as described in Finding 10 according to the
time schedule contained in Section C of this Order.

C. TASKS
1. ENGINEERING DESIGN REPORT AND CONSTRUCTION QUALITY
ASSURANCE PLAN
COMPLIANCE DATE: 60 days before commencement of

construction of redevelopment project

Submit a report acceptable to the Executive Officer that includes a detailed
engineering design report regarding the vapor bartrier, sub-slab vapor extraction
system, and sub-layer vapor monitoring, and a construction quality assurance
plan to provide a formal mechanism to monitor the quality of construction of the
engineered vapor barrier and extraction system, in accordance with the approved
RMP.

2. RISK MANAGEMENT PLAN IMPLEMENTATION REPORTING

COMPLIANCE DATE: 60 days before commencement of
construction of redevelopment project
(initial report) and 30 days afier each
calendar quarter (subsequent reports)

Submit quarterly progress reports acceptable to the Executive Officer
documenting implementation of RMP measures. These reports should also
describe the status of project construction and schedule for project occupancy.

3. PROPOSED INSTITUTIONAL CONSTRAINTS AND FINANCIAL
ASSURANCE

COMPLIANCE DATE: Prior to the sale of any residential or
commercial units

Submit a technical report acceptable to the Executive Officer documenting
procedures to be used by the discharger to: 1) Prevent or minimize human
exposure at the Site to impacts from soil and groundwater contamination
emanating from the Site prior to meeting cleanup standards. Such procedures



shall inchude a deed restriction prohibiting the use of shallow groundwater as a
source of drinking water at the Site, as specified in the RMP; and 2) Establish
and maintain a trust account in a form acceptable to the Executive Officer for the
purpose of funding any post-construction RMP obligations as specified in the
RMP. Proposed procedures shall be consistent with the approved RMP.
Proposals for further modification may be included in the annual reports in the
attached Self-Monitoring Program. Regarding item 1 (deed restriction), should
development not proceed, a deed restriction will still be required.

IMPLEMENTATION OF INSTITUTIONAL CONSTRAINTS AND
FINANCIAL ASSURANCE

COMPLIANCE DATE: 60 days after Executive Officer approval

Submit a technical report acceptabie to the Executive Officer documenting that
the required deed restriction has been recorded and the trust account has been
established and funded in accordance with the requirements of the RMP.

EVALUATION OF NEW HEALTH CRITERIA

COMPLIANCE DATE: 90 days afier requested
by Executive Officer

Submit a technical report acceptable to the Executive Officer evaluating the effect
on the approved RMP of revising one or more cleanup standards in response to
revision of drinking water standards, maximum contaminant levels, or other
health-based criteria.

EVALUATION OF NEW TECHNICAL INFORMATION

COMPLIANCE DATE: 90 days after requested
by Executive Officer

Submit a technical report acceptable to the Executive Officer evaluating the effect
on the approved RMP of new technical information. In the case of a new cleanup
technology, the report should evaluate the technology using the same criteria used
in the feasibility study. Such technical reports shall not be requested uniess the
Executive Officer determines that the new information is reasonably likely to
warrant a revision in the approved RMP,

Delayed Compliance: If the discharger is delayed, interrupted, or prevented
from meeting one or more of the completion dates specified for the above tasks,



the discharger shall promptly notify the Executive Officer and the Board may
consider revision to this Order.

D. PROVISIONS

1, No Nuisance: The storage, handling, treatment, disposal or risk management (as
described in the RMP set forth in Finding 10 above) of polluted soil or
groundwater or the effects thereof, shall not create a nuisance as defined in
California Water Code Section 13050{m).

2. Good O&M: The discharger shall maintain in good working order and operate
as efficiently as possible any facility or control system installed to achieve
compliance with the requirements of this Order.

3. Cost Recovery: The discharger shall be liable, pursuant to California Water
Code Section 13304, to the Board for all reasonable costs actually incurred by the
Board to investigate unauthorized discharges of waste and to oversee cleanup of
such waste, abatement of the effects thereof, or other remedial action, required by
this Order. If the Site addressed by this Order is enrolled in a State Board-
managed reimbursement program, reimbursement shall be made pursuant to this
Order and according to the procedures established in that program. Any disputes
raised by the discharger over reimbursement amounts or methods used in that
program shall be consistent with the dispute resolution procedures for that
program.

4, Access to Site and Records: In accordance with California Water Code Section
13267(c), the discharger shall permit the Board or its authorized representative:

a. Entry upon premises in which any pollution source exists, or may
potentially exist, or in which any required records are kept, which are
relevant to this Order.

b. Access to copy any records required to be kept under the requirements of
this Order.

c. Inspection of any monitoring or remediation facilities installed in response
to this Order.

d. Sampling of any groundwater or soil which is accessible, or may become
accessible, as part of any investigation or remedial action program
undertaken by the discharger.



10.

Self-Monitoring Program: The discharger shall comply with the Self-
Monitoring Program as attached to this Order and as may be amended by the
Executive Officer.

Contractor / Consultant Qualifications: All technical documents shall be
signed by and stamped with the seal of a California registered geologist, a
California certified engineering geologist, or a California registered civil
engineer.

Lab Qualifications: All samples shall be analyzed by State-certified laboratories
or laboratories accepted by the Board using approved EPA methods for the type
of analysis to be performed. All laboratories shall maintain quality
assurance/quality controt (QA/QC) records for Board review. This provision
does not apply to analyses that can only reasonably be performed on-site (e.g.,
temperature).

Document Distribution: Copies of all correspondence, technical reports, and
other documents pertaining to compliance with this Order shall be provided to the
following agencies:

a. City of Palo Alto
b. County of Santa Clara
¢. Santa Clara Valley Water District

The Executive Officer may modify this distribution list as needed.

Reporting of Changed Owner or Operator: The discharger shall file a
technical report on any changes in the identity of the owner or operator of the
property described in this Order.

Reporting of Hazardous Substance Release: 1f any hazardous substance is
discharged in or on any waters of the State, or discharged or deposited where it is,
or probably will be, discharged in or on any waters of the State, the discharger
shall report such discharge to the Board by calling (510) 622-2369 during regular
office hours (Monday through Friday, 8:00 to 5:00).

A written report shall be filed with the Board within five working days. The
report shall describe: the nature of the hazardous substance, estimated quantity
involved, duration of incident, cause of release, estimated size of affected area,
nature of effect, corrective actions taken or planned, schedule of corrective
actions planned, and persons/agencies notified.



This reporting is in addition to reporting to the Office of Emergency Services
required pursuant to the Health and Safety Code.

1. Rescission of Existing Orders: This Order supersedes and rescinds Order No.
99-043 and Order No. R2-2003-0071.

12.  Periodic Order Review: The Board will review this Order periodically and may
revise when necessary.

1, Bruce H. Wolfe, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and
correct copy of an Order adopted by the California Regionaf Water Quality Control Board, San
Francisco Bay Region, on March 14, 2007.

l}’-iiuoe H. Wolfe //
Executive Officer ¢

FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF THIS ORDER MAY SUBJECT
YOU TO ENFORCEMENT ACTION, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO: IMPOSITION
OF ADMINISTRATIVE CIVIL LIABILITY UNDER WATER CODI SECTIONS 13268 OR
13350, OR REFERRAL TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL FOR INJUNCTIVIE RELIEF OR
CIVIL OR CRIMINAL LIABILITY

Attachments: Site Map
Self-Monitoring Program
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

SELF-MONITORING PROGRAM FOR:
TAUBE-KORET CAMPUS FOR JEWISH LIFE
for the property located at

901 SAN ANTONIO ROAD, PARCEL 2
PALO ALTO
SANTA CLARA COUNTY

1. Authority and Purpose: The Board requests the technical reports required in this Seli-
Monitoring Program pursuant to Water Code Sections 13267 and 13304. This Self-Monitoring
Program (SMP) is intended to document compliance with Board Order No. R2-2007-0023 (Site

" Cleanup Reguirements).

2. Monitoring:
a.  The discharger shall measure groundwater elevations semi-annually in all monitoring

wells, and shall collect and analyze representative samples of groundwater according to the
following schedule:

Well # Samipling Frequengy Analyses Well # Sampling Frequency Analvses
MW-01A SA 8260 MW-01B1 SA 8260
MW-0133 SA 8260 MW-02A SA 8260
MW-02B! SA 8260 MW-0282 SA 8260

Key: SA = Semi-Annually (First and Third Quarter) 8260 = EPA Method 8260 or
equivalent

b.  The discharger shall sample and measure water levels at any new monitoring wells semi-
annually, and analyze groundwater samples for the same constituenis as shown i the
above table. The discharger may propose changes in the above table; any proposed
changes are subject to Executive Officer approval.

¢. The discharger shall monitor soil vapor and garage air quarterly in accordance with
Section 5.3 and Appendix F of the approved RMP. The discharger shall sample garage air
above areas with passive extraction upon construction completion for a period of one year.
Following installation of the sub-slab vapor extraction system, monthly sub-slab vapor

12



sampling shall be conducted for a period of one year for both passive and active vapor
extraction areas. The discharger may propose changes in the monitoring; any proposed
changes are subject to Executive Officer approval.

Monitoring Reports: The discharger shall submit semi-annual groundwater monitoring
reports to the Board no later than 30 days following the end of the sampling period (e.g., first
report due April 30, and second report due October 31). The discharger shall submit monthly
soil vapor monitoring reports to the Board no later than 7 calendar days following the end of the
calendar month. The discharger shall submit quartetly garage air monitoring reports to the
Board no later than 7 calendar days following the end of the quarter. The reports shall include:

a.  Transmittal Letter: The transmittal letter shall discuss any violations of any measures
contained in the RMP during the reporting period and actions taken or planned to correct
the problem. The letter shall be signed by the dischargers’ principal executive officer or
his/her duly authorized representative, and shall include a statement by the official, under
penalty of perjury, that the report is true and correct to the best of the official's knowledge.

b. Groundwater Elevations: Groundwater elevation data shall be presented in tabular form,
and a groundwater elevation map should be prepared for each monitored water-bearing
zone. Historical groundwater efevations shall be included in the second semi-annual report
cach year.

¢.  Groundwater Analyses: Groundwater sampling data shall be presented in tabular form,
and an isoconcentration map should be prepared for one or more key contamiants for
each monitored water-bearing zone, as appropriate. The report shall indicate the analytical
method used, detection limits obtained for each reported constituent, and a summary of
QA/QC data. Historical groundwater sampling results shall be included in the second
semi-annual report cach year, The report shall describe any significant increases in
contaminant concentrations since the last report, and any measures proposed to address the
increases. Supporting data, such as lab data sheets, need not be included (however, see
record keeping - below).

d.  Soil Vapor/Garage Air Monitoring Resuits: Soil vapor and garage air monitoring resulls
shall be presented in tabular form, and if possible graphical form. The report shall discuss
trends over time and shall compare sampling results with relevant screening levels.

e.  Status Report: The semi-annual reports shall describe relevant work completed during the
reporting period (e.g., groundwater, soil gas/vapor, and air monitoring) and work planned
for the following reporting period.

Financial Assurance Reporting: The discharger shall submit financial assurance reports in

accordance with Section 5.2 of the approved RMP foliowing completion of the vapor
monitoring system. The discharger shall submit financial assurance reports to the Board no
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later than 30 days following the end of the calendar year. The reports shall confirm the
continued funding of the trust account, and shall describe any expenditures from the trust
account and any need to replenish the trust account to maintain a $100,000 balance, and report
the status to the Executive Officer.

5. Violation Reports: If the discharger violates requirements in the SMP or the RMP, then the
discharger shall notify the Board office by telephone as soon as practicable once the discharger
has knowledge of the violation. Board staff may, depending on violation severity, require the
dischargers to submit a separate technical report on the violation within five working days of
telephone notification.

6. Other Reports: The discharger shall notify the Board in writing prior to any site activities,
such as construction or underground tank removal, which have the potential o cause further
migration of contaminants or which would provide new opportunities for site investigation.

7. Record Keeping: The discharger or their agent shall retain data generated for the above
reports, including lab results and QA/QC data, for a minimum of six years after origination and
shall make theny available to the Board upon request.

8. SMP Revisions; Revisions to the Self-Monitoring Program may be ordered by the Executive
Officer, either on his/her own initiative or at the request of the discharger. Prior to making
SMP revisions, the Exccutive Officer will consider the burden, including costs, of associated
self~monitoring reports relative to the benefits to be obtained from these reporis.

[, Bruce H. Wolfe, Executive Officer, hereby certify that this Self-Monitoring Program was adopted

by the Board on March 14, 2007,
o Z(,fy / %/é/

Bluce H. Wolfe
‘Executive Officer ,j“

Attachments: Monitoring Weli Location Map
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